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O TTtfs apfdtcation has been examined ^ Responsive to oommunkation filed on. This action Es made final. 

^ 

A shortened statutory period for response to this action is sat to expire month(B), days from the dale of this tetter. 

Failure to respond within the pertod for response wDI cause the appllcatton to become ediandoned. 35 U.S.C. 133 

Parti THE FOU.OWINQATTACHMENT{S) ARE PART OF THIS ACTION: 

1. O Notice of References Cited by Examiner, PTO-e92. 2. Q Notice of Draftsman's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-94e. 

3. □ Notice of Art Cited by Applicant. PTO-1 449. 4. □ Notice of Infomial Patent Application, PTO-1 52. 

5. □ intomiation on How to Effect Drawing Changes. PTO-1474. 6. □ 

Part II SUMMARY OF ACTION 

1. ^ Claims / ^ „^ are pending In the application. 

Of the above, claims are withdrawn from consideration. 

2. n Ctalma have been canoeilad. 

3. D Ctalms i 

4. ^ Claims _Jjn^ « 

Claims are objected to. 

Claims : are subject to restriction or election requirement 

7. O This application has been filed writh informal drawings under 37 C.F.R. 1 .85 which are acceptable for examination purposes, 
e. n Formal drawings are required In response to this OfRce action. 

9. n The corrected or substitute drawings have been received on . Under 37 C.F.R. 1.84 these drawings 

are □ aoceptaUe; □ not acceptable (see exr^ation or Notice of Draftsman's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948). 

10. Q The prqposad additional or substitute sheets) of drawings, filed on . has (have) been Dapproved by the 

examiner; ' □ disapproved by the examiner (see explanation). ' ' 

11. Q The proposed drawing correction, filed ^ has been □approved: □ disapproved (see explanation). 

12. 0 Acknowledgement is made of the claim for priority under 35 U.S.C. 119. The certified copy has □ been received □ not been received 
□ been filed in parent appllcalion. serial no. ; filed on 

13. n Since this application apppears to be In condlllon for allowance except for tomtal matters, prosecution as to ttie mertte Is dosed In 

accordance witii the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11;453 0.G. 213. 

14. nOttter 
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The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not 
included in this action can be found in a prior Office action. 

Claims 1-6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as being 
unpatentable over the admitted prior art in view of Shishino and 
Tanaka for the reasons of record. 

Applicant's arguments filed January 26, 1994 have been fully 

considered but they are not deemed to be persuasive, 

The applicant has si^mply argued the individual teachings of 

t 

the admitted prior art and the cited prior art references without 
consideration of what their collective teachings would suggest to 
the person of ordinary skill in the art. The examiner in the 
initial office action discussed how the art of record contained 
the features of the applicant's invention recited in the claims 
and the motivation for combining the cited features of the art of 
record into a single process. A 35 U.S.C. § 103 rejection cannot 
be overcome by simply attacking the individual teachings of the 
references because a 35 U.S.C. § 103 rejection is based on the 
combination of references. 

The 35 U.S.C. § 112, second paragraph rejection of claim 2 
is withdrawn because the exact order in which the contact holes 
are formed and filled is now clearly recited in claim 2. 

There .is no need to remove the copending patent applications 
from Form 1449 because their inclusion on the Form 1449 does not 
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mean that they constitute prior art but simply that their 
disclosure is pertinent to this application . 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the 
extension of time policy as set forth in 37 C.F.R, § 1.136(a) . 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR RESPONSE TO THIS FINAL 
ACTION IS SET TO EXPIRE THREE MONTHS FROM THE DATE OF THIS 
ACTION. IN THE EVENT A FIRST RESPONSE IS FILED WITHIN TWO MONTHS 
OF THE MAILING DATE OF THIS FINAL ACTION AND THE ADVISORY ACTION 
IS NOT MAILED UNTIL AFTER' THE END OF THE THREE-MONTH SHORTENED 
STATUTORY PERIOD, THEN THE SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD WILL EXPIRE 
ON THE DATE THE ADVISORY ACTION IS MAILED, AND ANY EXTENSION FEE 
PURSUANT TO 37 C.F.R. § 1.136(a) WILL BE CALCULATED FROM THE 
MAILING DATE OF THE ADVISORY ACTION. IN NO EVENT WILL THE 
STATUTORY PERIOD FOR RESPONSE EXPIRE LATER THAN SIX MONTHS FROM 
THE DATE OF THIS FINAL ACTION. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to B. 
Ever hart whose telephone number is (703) 308-0434. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or 'relating to the status of 
this application should be directed to the Group receptionist 
whose telephone number i,s (703) 308-0661. 




^ R. BRUCE BRENEMAN 
Supenisoiy Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 1109 



B . Everhart : mm 
April 20, 1994 



